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1. 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, requires the specification to be written in 
"full, clear, concise, and exact terms." The specification and abstract are 
replete with terms which are not clear, concise and exact. The application 
should be revised carefully in order to comply with 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph. 

A substitute specification in proper idiomatic English and in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.52(a) and (b) is suggested. The substitute specification filed 
must be accompanied by a statement that it contains no new matter. 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

• Two of the patents listed on page 2 of the specification (4232372 and 
5289819) do not appear to relate to the present invention. 

• The use of "fifth," "ninth'' and "fourteenth" embodiment on lines 6-10 of 
page 5 does not agree with the remainder of the application. 

• The term "mosaic" in regard to part 57 appears misleading. How is this 
member seen to be or resemble a mosaic? 

• The term ^'momentum" in regard to part 58 is confusing. How does this 
term properly describe the member? 

• On line 19 of page 7, it appears that "472" should be -572-. 
Appropriate corrections are required. 

3. Claims 1-9 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. To what do "each" and "its" on lines 2 and 3 of claim 1 refer? 

b. The meaning of "so to conduct where between" on line 4 of claim 1 is 
unclear. 

c. On lines 1 1 and 19 of claim 1, it appears that **ID" should be -IC-. 

d. Contrary to line 19 of claim 1 (and in the specification), the adjacent 
terminals are not "abutted" since they do not contact one another. 
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e. To what does ""local" refer in claim 2 (and the specification)? What is the 
position "local" to? 

f. Claims 7-9 contradict claim 1 from which they depend. Claim 1 requires 
that upper and lower momentum parts be similarly elongated. However, claims 
7-9 require a soldering part. The disclosure does not include an embodiment 
where both of these features are present. 

g. Claims 8 and 9 lack antecedent basis for "the soldering part" on line 2. 

h. In general, the claims are written in non-standard English and are 
confusing. 

Appropriate corrections are required. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 1:^ 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 2 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over DeFord, et al. in view of Maldonado, et al. The conduction 
member 18 of DeFord is embedded in an insulation plate 12 and comprises a 
mosaic part 26 and a first momentum part 28. The projected length of the 
momentum part, 1.125mm, is greater that the spacing between adjacent 
terminals, 1.09 mm and 1.17mm. This device lacks a second momentum part 
with similar proportions. However, Maldonado teaches the use of terminals 
having two momentum parts of equal length. This arrangement allows the 
terminals to be inserted without regard to direction. For the same reason, it 
would have been obvious to include terminals with two momentum parts of the 
same length in the device of DeFord. 
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In regard to claim 2, Maldonado teaches the use of a projection, at 
midsection 56. Such an arrangement assists in securing the terminal in the 
plate. For the same reason, it would have been obvious to include a protrusion 
on the mosaic part of DeFord. 

6. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over DeFord and Maldonado as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Ochiai. The similar device of Ochiai comprises momentum 
parts 11 with slots 25 and protruded contactors 27. This arrangement allows 
for redundancy and better connections. For the same reasons, it would have 
been obvious to include split momentum parts on the device of DeFord as 
taught by Ochiai. 



7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure. Walkup, et al. comprises momentum parts that are 
proportioned similarly to those of the present invention. Koopman, et al. 
includes a flap to assist securement in the plate. 



8. Any response to this action may be mailed to: 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication from the examiner should be 
directed to Mrs. Renee Luebke whose telephone number is (571) 272-2009. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Mrs. Paula Bradley, can be reached at (571) 272-2800, 
extension 33. 




Primary Patent Examiner 
December 6, 2004 
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